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ABSTRACT 

This report presents highlights of the National Assessment of 
Educational Progress 2003 reading assessment. It describes assessment content 
and presents assessment results as average scale scores and as percentages of 
students scoring at or above achievement levels, at grades 4 and 8, for the 
nation and participating states and jurisdictions. It also presents 
performance results for selected subgroups of the samples. Major findings 
are: (1) no significant change was detected between 2002 and 2003 in the 

average score for fourth-graders; (2) the average fourth-grade score in 2003 
was not found to differ significantly from that in 1992; (3) the average 

reading score for eighth-graders decreased by one point between 2002 and 
2003; however, (4) the score in 2003 was higher than that in 1992. Sample 
reading assessment questions and responses, technical notes, and additional 
data tables are attached. (RS) 
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Average Scale Scores 
Students Reaching NAEP 



Average Fourth- and Eighth-Grade 
Reading Scores Show Little Change 



Achievement Levels ; 

Percentile Results 

I 

; < 2003 Assessment Design 

State Results 
Subgroup Results 

1 I 

^ Sample Reading 
I Questions 

I ^ Technical Notes i 

i 

1 ^ Additional Data Tables [ 



j NAEP on the Web 




i Since 1969 the National 
I Assessment of Educa- 



I tional Progress (NAEP) has j 

I been an ongoing nation- j 

! ally representative 1 

! indicator of what American | 

■ students know and can do ! 

I in major academic | 

‘ subjects. ! 

I Over the years, NAEP i 

■; has measured students’ ; 

i achievement in many 

subjects, including 
reading, mathematics, 
science, writing, U.S. i 

history, geography, civics, I 

and the arts. In 2003, | 

NAEP conducted a j 

national and state I 

j assessment in reading at | 

! grades 4 and 8. 

I NAEP is a project of the | 

> National Center for i 

i Education Statistics I 

j (NCES) within the Institute | 

j of Education Sciences of 

j the U.S. Department of | 

I Education, and is overseen | 

, by the National Assessment 

Governing Board (NAGB). j 




No significant change was detected between 2002 and 2003 in the average score for fourth- 
graders. The average fourtli-grade score in 2003 was not found to differ significantly from 
that in 1992. The average reading score for eighth-graders decreased by 1 point between 
2002 and 2003; liowever, tlie score in 2003 was higher than that in 1992. (Differences are 
discussed in this report only if they were found to be statistically significant.) 




•Significantly different from 2003. 

NOTE: Average reading scores are reported on a 0-500 scale. Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for accommoda- 
tions. ttie accommadatians-perrnitLed results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years' results, and from previously reported 
remits for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weigliling procedures. SignifiKiiice tests vwre performed using unrounded numbers. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of 
Educatiorral Progress (NAEP). 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading A.ssessmenLs. 



How well did students perform in 2003? 






The figures to the right show that 31 percent 
of fourth-gi'adeis and 32 percent of eighth- 
graders perfoi'med at oi' above the Proficient level 
in 2003. Tlie percentage of students performing 
at or above the firwic level in 2003 was 63 percent 
at grade 4 and 74 percent at grade 8. 

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Instiuitc of Education Sciences, 
Na^Jonal Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational 
Pro[yess (NAEP), 2Q03 Reading Assessment. 




Background Information 

Average test scores have a 
standard error — a range of up to 
a few points above or below die 
score-^ue to sampling error 
and measurement eiTOr. Statisti- 
cal tests are used to determine 
whether the differences between 
average scores are significant; 
therefore, not all apparent 
differences may be found to be 
statistically significant All die 
differences discussed in this 
report were tested for staustical 
significance at die .05 level. 

Beginning in 2002, the NAEP 
national sample was obtained 
by aggregating the samples 
from each state, rather than by 
obtaining an independently 
selected national sample. As a 



consequence, the size of the 
national sample increased, and 
smaller differences between 
years or between types of 
Students were found to be 
statistically significant than 
would have been detected in 
previous assessments. In 
keeping with past practice, all 
statistically significant differ- 
ences are indicated in die 
current report. 

The results presented in the 
figires and tables throughout 
tins report distinguish between 
two different repo rung samples 
that reflect a change in adminis- 
tration procedures. The more 
recent results are based on 
administrauon procedures in 



which testing acconimodadons 
(e.g., extended time, small 
group testing) were penuitted 
for students widi disabilides and 
limited-English-proficient 
students. Accommodations were 
not permitted in 1992 or 1994. 
Comparisons between results 
from 2003 and those from 
assessment years in which both 
t)pes of administmuon proce- 
dures were used (in 1 998 and 
2000 at grade 4 and in 1998 at 
grade 8) are discussed based on 
the results when accommoda- 
uons were permitted, even 
though sigiificant differences in 
results when accommodadons 
were not permitted may be 
noted in the figures and tables. 
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' Achievement 
Levels Provide 
Standards for 
Student 
Performance 

Achievement levels are 
performance standards 
set by NAGB to provide a 
context for interpreting 
student performance on 
NAEP. These perfon 
iTiance standards, based 
r on recommendations 
I from broadly representa- 
^ tive panels of educators 
and members of the 
public, are used to 
report what students 
should know and be able 
. to do at the Basic, Pwjt- 
I dent, and Advanced levels 
; of performance in each 
1 subject ai ea and at each 
; grade assessed. 

\ Detailed descriptions of 
I the NAEp reading 
; achievement levels can 
i be found on the NAGB 
web site (http:// 

’ www.nagb.org/pubs/ 
pubs.html). 

The minimum scale 
scores for achievement 
! levels are as follows: 

Grade Grade 



gressionally mandated 
evaluation of NAEP, has 
determined that achieve- 
ment levels are to be 
used on a trial basis and 
should be interpreted 
and used with caution. 

However, both NCES 
and NAGB believe that 
these performance 
standards are useful for 
understanding trends in 
student achievement. 
NAEP achievement levels 
have been widely used by 
national and state officials. 



Higher Percentages of Fourth- and Eighth- 
Graders Performed at or Above Proficient in 
2003 Compared to 1992 

The percentages of students performing at or above the Profidenl level were higher in 
2003 than in 1992 at both grades 4 and 8. No significant change was detected in die 
percentage of fourth -graders at or above Basic from 2002 to 2003, and the percentage 
of fourth-graders at or above Basic in 2003 was not found to differ significantly from 
that in 1992. The percentage of eighth-gi-aders at or above Basic decreased by 1 point 
between 2002 and 2003, but was higher in 2003 than in 1992. 

Percentages of students, by reading achievement level, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003 






Accommodations not permitted 



Accommodations permitted 



Grades 



Accommodations not permitted 



Accommodations permitted 







At or above 


At or above 






Below Basic 


Basic 


Proficient 


At Advanced 


1992 


38 


62 


29 * 


6 


1994 


40 * 


60 * 


30 


7 


1998 


38 


62 


31 


7 


2000 


37 


63 


32 


8 


1998 


40 * 


60* 


29 * ' 


7 


2000 


/: 41* 


59* 


29 - 


7 


2002 


36 : 


64 


31 . 


7* 


2003 , 


.37 , 


63 . 


31 


8 


1992 


31 • 


69 * 


29* 


3 


1994 


30* 


70* 


30* 


3 


1998 


26 


74 


33 


3 


1998 


27 j„ 


73 


32 


3 :> 


2002 


25* 


. 75 * 


33 


, '"3 V :■ 


2003 . 


26 


74 


32 


V 3 . 






*Significantly different from 2003. 

NOTE: Oetail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for accommodations, the accommodations- 
permltted results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightiy from previous years’ results, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample 
weighting procedures. Significance tests were performed using unrounded numbers. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Centar for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress 
(NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 

Percentages of students at or above Basic and Proficient in reading, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003 





4 


8 


: 


Basic 


208 


243 


50 !'i 


Proficient 


238 


281 


40 Ij 


Advanced. 


268 


323 


jo_li 


As provided by law, NGES, 


iL.|i 


upon review of a con- 


' 10 ii 




Accominodations not pemdtted Aeconunodotians permitted 



% at or above Basic 



% at or above Proficient 



I % at or above Sasic 



I 

^ >%ator al 



'92‘94'98t)0 ■98DI3*02'03 

Accommodations Accommodations 

not permitted permitted 

Grade 4 



•92 ‘94 ■98 ■98 -Oa TQ 

Accommodations Accommodations 
not permitted permitted 

Grade 8 



•significantly different from 2003. 

NOTE: Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for accommodations, the accommodations- permitted results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ 
slightly from piavious years' results, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weighting procedures. Significance tests were 
performed using unrounded numbers. 

SOURCE: U.S. Oepartment of Education. Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Process (NAEP), 
1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 










BdSIC: This level denotes partia! mastery pLpre requisite kiiowledge;;iiid skills that lire 
! fundaniental for proficient work at each, grade J K 

V^Proficientl This level repre^hts^felid'academic perfolimncf W gniH^i^eSe|| 

Stltdehts reaching diis level l^ve demonstiated compet'encyfoverichallen^nff^ubject 



Advdnced: This level signifies^ superion per fornVahce. ; 
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Reading Highlights 2003 





Trends in Percentiles Differ by Grade Level 



Looking at changes in 
scores for students at lower-, 
middle-, and higher-perfor- 
mance levels gives a more 
complete picture of student 
progress. An examination of 
scores at different percen- 
tiles on the 0-500 reading 



scale at each grade indicates 
whether or not the changes 
seen in the national average 
score results are reflected in 
the performance of lower-, 
middle-, and higher-perfonn- 
ing students. 



The percentile indicates the 
percentage of students whose 
scores fell below a pai ticular 
score. For example, 25 
percent of assessed students’ 
scores fell below the 25th 
percentile score and 75 
percent fell below the 75th 
percentile score. 



Reading scale score percentiles, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003 



Grade 4 




Percentiles 

T 



90th 

7Sth 

SOth 

2Sth 

10th 




There was a 1 point increase 
in the fourth-grade reading 
score at tlie 90th percentile 
between 2002 and 2003, and 
the score in 2003 was not 
found to be significantly 
different from that in 1992. 
Tlie score at the 75th 
percentile for fourth-graders 
showed no significant 
change since 2002, but was 
higher in 2003 than in 1992. 

There were decreases in 
eighth-grade scores at the 
10th and 25th percentiles 
from 2002 to 2003. Scores at 
the 10th, 25th, 50th, and 
75th percentiles were higher 
in 2003 than in 1992. 



O » o O Actammadalians not permilted 
□mmG Actommadatians permitted 



•Significantly different from 2003, 

NOTE: Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. 

In addition to allowing for accommodatioru, me 
accommodations-permitted results at grade 4 (1998- 
2003) differ slightiy from previous years' results, and 
from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, 
due to changes in sample weighting procedures. 
Sgnificance tests were performed using unrounded 
numbers. 

SOURCE: U.S. Oepartnrent of Education, (nsttute of 
Education Sciences, National Center for Education 
Statistics, National Assessment of Educational 
' Process (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, 
and 2003 Reading Assessments. 



NAEP 2003 Reading Assessment Design 



Assessment Framework 

The NAEP reading frame- 
work, which defines the 
content for the 1992-2003 
assessments, was devel- 
oped through a compre- 
hensive national consul li\- 
tive process and adopted 
by NAGB. 

The reading framework is 
organized along two 
dimensions, the context for 
reading and the aspect of 
reading. TTie context 
dimension is divided into 
three areas that character- 
ize the purposes for 
reading: reading for 
literary experience, 
reading for infonnation, 
and reading to perform a 
task. All three contexts are 
assessed at gi*ade 8, but 
reading to perform a task 
is not assessed at grade 4. 
TTie aspects of reading, 



which define the types of 
comprehension questions 
used in the assessments, 
include forming a general 
understanding, developing 
interpretation, making 
reader/text connections, and 
examining content and 
structure. Each student read 
one or two passages and 
responded to approximately 
10 questions in 25 minutes. 
The sample questions on 
pages 16-19 illustrate how 
the assessment measures die 
contexts and aspects of 
reading described in die 
NAEP reading framework. 

TTie complete framework is 
available on the NAGB web 
site (http://www.iiagb.org/ 
pubs/pubs. htnil ) . 

Student Samples 

Results from the 2003 
reading assessment are 
reported for the nation and 



states at grades 4 and 8. The 
national resulLs are based on 
a representative sample of 
students in both public 
schools and nonpublic 
schools, while the state 
results are based only on 
public-school students. 

Accommodations 

It is NAEP’s intent to assess 
all selected students from 
the target population. 

Before 1998, no testing 
accommodations were 
provided to students wndi 
disabilities and limited- 
E ngl ish-p ro fi c i e n t stud e n ls 
who participated in the 
NAEP reading assessments. 
In 1998 and 2000 (at fourth 
grade only), NAEP w-as 
administered to two report- 
ing samples— ‘‘acconimoda- 
dons not permitted” 
and “accomniodadons 



permitted.” Beginning in 
2002, the NAEP reading 
assessment adopted the new 
“accommodations permit- 
ted” procedure as its only 
administration procedure, 
and thus had only one 
reporting sample as in 
reading assessment years 
prior to 1998. 

Because the representative- 
ness of .samples is ultimately 
a validity issue, NCES has 
commissioned studies of 
the impact of assessment 
accommodations on overall 
scores. One paper tliat 
explores the impact of two 
possible scenarios on NAEP 
is available on the NAEP 
web site (http:// 
ww'w. n c es . e d . go v/ 
nationsreportcard/ pdf/ 

main2002/sta tmeth.pdf)* 
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The Nation’s Report Card 



How States Performed in Reading 



In addition to national 
results, the 2003 reading 
assessment collected perfor- 
mance data for fourth- and 
eighth-graders who attended 
public schools in states and 
other jurisdictions that 
participated. In 2003, all 50 



states and 3 other jurisdic- 
tions participated at grades 
4 and 8. 

state Average Score 
Results 

Tables 1 and 2 present 
average reading score 



results for fourth- and 
eighth-graders, respectively. 
Among the 46 states and 
jurisdictions that partici- 
pated in both the 2002 and 
2003 fourth-grade assess- 
ments, 1 showed an increase 
in the average reading score 



and 1 showed a decrease. 

Of the 42 states and jurisdic- 
tions that participated in 
both the 1992 and 2003 
fourth-grade assessments, 

13 showed increases and 
5 showed declines in aver- 
age scores. 












Accommodations not permitted Accommodations permitted -Not available. 





1992 


1994 


1998 


1998 


2002 


2003 


•Significantly different from 2003 when only 
one jurisdiction or the nation is being 


Nation (public)' 


215 


212 • 


215 


213 • 


217 


216 


examined. 


Alabama 


207 


208 


211 


211 


207 


207 


• •Significantly different from 2003 when 


Alaska 


- 


- 


- 


- 


■ - 


212 


using a multiple-comparison procedure based 


Arizona 


209 


206 


207 


206 


205 


209 


on all jurisdictions that participated in both 


Arkansas 


211 


209 *•** 


209 * 


209 * 


213 


214 


years. 


California 


202 


197 *•** 


202 


202 


206 ' 


206 


^National results for assessments prior to 


Colorado 


217 


213 *•** 


222 


220 


- 


224 


2002 are based on the national sample, not 


Connecticut 


222 * 


222 *•** 


232 


230 


229 


228 


on aggregated state samples. 


Delaware 


213 


206 *'** 


212 *•** 


207 ••** 


224 


224 


^Department of Defense Domestic Dependent 


Florida 


208 


205 *-** 


207 *‘** 


206*'** 


214 * 


218 


Georgia 


212 


207 *'** 


210 


209 *•** 


215 


214 


Elementary and Secondary Schools. 


Hawaii 


203* 


201 *•** 


200 *••* 


o 

o 

CN 


208 


208 


^Department of Defense Dependents Schools 


Idaho 


219 


- 


- 


- 


220 


218 


(Overseas). 


Illinois 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


216 




Indiana 


221 


220 


_ 


_ 


222 


220 


NOTE State-level data were not collected in 


Iowa 


225 


223 


223 


220 


223 


223 


2000. Comparative performance results may 
be affected by changes in exclusion rates for 


Kansas 


- 


- 


222 


221 


222 


220 


students with disabilities and limited-English- 


Kentucky 


213 *•** 


212 • ** 


218 


218 


219 


219 


proficient students in the NAEP samples. In 


Louisiana 


204 


197 •■** 


204 


200 • 


207 


205 


addition to allowing for accommodations, the 


Maine 


227 * 


228 *•** 


225 


225 


225 


224 


accommodations-permitted results for 


Maryland 


211 *■*• 


210 *•** 


215 


212 •■** 


217 


219 


national public schools at grade 4 ( 1998- 
2003) differ slightly from previous years' 


Massachusetts 


226 


223 •■** 


225 


223 *•** 


234 *'** 


228 


results, and from previously reported results 


Michigan 


216 


_ 


217 


216 


219 


219 


for 1998, due to changes in sample weighting 


Minnesota 


221 


218 *■*• 


222 


219 


225 


223 


procedures. Significance tests were performed 


Mississippi 


199 *•** 


202 


204 


203 


203 


205 


using unrounded numbers. 


Missouri 


220 


217 •■** 


216 *•*• 


216 ••** 


220 


222 


SOURCE U.S. Department of Education, 


Montana 


- 


222 


226 


225 


224 


223 


Institute of Education Sciences, National 
Center for Education Statistics, National 


Nebraska 


221 


220 


- 


- 


222 


221 


Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 


Nevada 


- 


- 


208 


206 


209 


207 


1992. 1994, 1998, 2002. and 2003 Reading 


New Hampshire 


228 


223*** 


226 


226 




228 


Assessments. 


New Jersey 


223 


219 *•** 


- 


- 


- 


225 




New Mexico 


211 *•*• 


205 


206 


205 


208 


203 




New York 


215*'** 


212 ••** 


216 


215 •••* 


222 


222 




North Carolina 


212*.** 


214 ••** 


217 * 


213*‘** 


222 


221 


' 


North Dakota 


226 *** 


225 *■** 


- 


- 


224 


222 




Ohio 


217*.** 


- 


- 


- 


222 


222 




Oklahoma 


ro 

ro 

o 


_ 


220 *•** 


219 *•** 


213 


214 




Oregon 


- 


- 


214 


212 *•** 


220 


218 




Pennsylvania 


221 


215 


- 


- 


221 


219 




Rhode Island 


217 


220 


218 


218 


220 


216 




South Carolina 


210 *•** 


203 *•** 


210 • 


209 *•** 


214 


215 




South Dakota 


_ 




_ 


_ 




222 




Tennessee 


212 


213 


212 


212 


214 


212 




Texas 


213 


212 


217 


214 


217 


215 




Utah 


220 


217 


215* 


216 


222 


219 




Vermont 


- 


- 


- 


- 


227 


226 




Virginia 


221 


213*-** 


218 • 


217 ••** 


225 


223 




Washington 


- 


213*-** 


217* 


218 


224 


221 




West Virginia 


216 * 


213 *•** 


216 


216 


219 


219 




Wisconsin 


224 * 


224 *•** 


224 * 


222 


- 


221 


1 


Wyoming 


223 


221 


219 


218* 


221 


222 




Other Jurisdictions 


District of Columbia 


188 


179 *•** 


182 *•** 


179 *•** 


191 


188 




DDESS^ 


- 


- 


220 * 


219* 


225 


223 




DoDDS^ 


- 


218 *•** 


223 


221 *•** 


224 


225 





o 
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Reading Highli 



At grade 8, of 44 states and 
jurisdictions that participated 
in both 2002 and 2003, 1 
showed a gain and 6 showed 
declines in average scores. Of 
the 39 states and jurisdictions 



(when accommodations 
were permitted) and 
2003, 8 showed increases 
and 7 showed declines in 
average scores. 







that participated in both 1998 



Accommodations 




Accommodations 




-Not available. 




not permitted 
1998 


1998 


permitted 

2002 


2003 


* Significantly different from 2003 when only one jurisdiction or the nation is being 
examined. 


Nation (public)^ 


261 


261 


263 * 


261 


** Significantly different from 2003 when using a multiple-comparison procedure based on 


Alabama 


255 


255 


253 


253 


all jurisdictions that participated in both years. 


Alaska 




- 


- 


256 


^National results for assessments prior to 2002 are based on the national sample, not on 


Arizona 


261 


260*'** 


257 


255 


aggregated state samples. 


Arkansas 


256 


256 


260 


258 


^Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools. 


California 


253 


252 


250 


251 


Colorado 


264^ 


264* 


- 


268 


^Department of Defense Dependents Schools (Overseas). 


Connecticut 


272 


270 * , 


267 


^ 267 


Delaware 


256 


254 *'** 


267 * 


265 


NOTE: State-level data were not collected in 1992, 1994, or 200D. Comparative 


Florida 


253 


255 


261 


257 


performance results may be affected by changes in exclusion rates for students with 


Georgia 


257 


257 


258 


258 


disabilities and limited-English- proficient students in the NAEP samples. Significance tests 


Hawaii 


250 


249 


252 


251 


were performed using unrounded numbers. 


Idaho 


- 


- 


266 


264 


SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center 


Illinois 


- 


- 


- 


266 


for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1998, 


Indiana 


- 


- 


265 


265 


2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments. 


Iowa 


- 


- 


- 


268 




Kansas 


268 


268 


269 


266 




Kentucky 


262 * 


262 * 


265 


266 




Louisiana 


252 


252 


256 


253 




Maine 


273 ; 


271 * 


270 


268 




Maryland 


262 


261 


263 


262 




Massachusetts 


269* 


269* 


271 


273 




Michigan 


- 


- 


265 


264 




Minnesota 


267 


265 


- 


268 




Mississippi 


251 * 


251 


255 


255 




Missouri 


263*** 


262 *■** 


268 


267 




Montana 


270 


271 


270 


270 




Nebraska 


- 




270 * 


266 




Nevada 


257 *'** 


258 *'** 


251 


252 




New Hampshire 


- 




- 


271 




New Jersey 


- 


- 


- 


268 




New Mexico 


258*** 


258 *’** 


254 


252 




New York 


266 


265 


264 


265 




North Carolina 


264 


262 


265 * 


262 




North Dakota 


- 


- 


268 


270 




Ohio 


- 


- 
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-- 


- 
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Rhode Island 
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South Carolina 
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255 * t 
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South Dakota 


_ 




_ 


270 




Tennessee 
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Texas 
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261 
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Utah 


265 


263 


263 


264 




Vermont 


- 




272 
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Virginia 


266 


266 


269 


268 




Washington 


265 


264 


268 * 


264 




West Virginia 


262 


262 


264 * 


260 




Wisconsin 


266 


265 


- 


266 




Wyoming 


262 *•** 


263 *■** 


265 * 


267 
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236 


236 


240 


239 




DDESS2 


269 


268 


272 


269 
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State vs. Nation 
Comparisons 

Figures 1 and 2 show how 
the perfoniiance of students 
in participating states and 
jurisdictions compares to the 
perfomiance of students in 
the national public-school 
sample. 



In 2003, 28 of the 53 states 
and other jurisdictions that 
participated at grade 4 had 
average scores that were 
higher than the national 
average, 11 had scores that 
were not found to differ 
significantly from the 
national avemge, and 14 



had average scores that were 
lower tlian the average score 
for the nation. 

Of the 53 states and other 
jurisdictions that partici- 
pated in 2003 at grade 8, 31 
had average scores that were 
higher than the national 



average, 6 had average 
scores that were not found 
to differ significantly from 
the national average, and 16 
had average scores that were 
lower than the national 
average score. 









aationaipubllcTi^fiopliaverage^rea^^ 







flan 111 






mimmmsk 



natlbnalipubli^hool!^^|e!^dlni^oresfi^ade8:f^ 




nu 



Slale/Jurisdiclion had higher average scale score than nation. 

State/jurisdiction was not found to be significantly different from nation in average scale score. 
State/Jurisdiction had lower average scale score than nation. 



'Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools. 

’Department of Defense Dependents Schools (Dverseas). 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading 
Assessment. 
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State Achievement-Level 
Results 

The figures on this and the 
next page show the percent- 
ages of fourth- and eightli- 
graders at each achievement 
level for the states and 
jurisdictions that partici- 
pated in the 2003 reading 



assessment. In both figures, 
the shaded bars represent 
the proportion of students 
at each of three achieve- 
ment levels — Basic, Proficienty 
and Advanced — as well as the 
proportion below Basic. The 
central vertical line divides 
the proportion of students 



who fell below the Proficient 
level (i.e., at Basic or below 
Basic) from those who 
performed at or above the 
Pivf cient achievement level 
(i.e., at Proficient or at 
Advanced). Scanning down 
the horizontal bars to the 
right of the vertical line 



achievementilevelf giadej;4;pubiictschoofs:|ByiStatef2003 



allows easy comparison of 
states’ and other jurisdic- 
tions’ percentages of students 
at or above Proficient — tlie 
achievement level identified 
by tlie National Assessment 
Governing Board as the 
standard all students should 
reach. States and other 
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^Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools. 

^Department of Defense Dependents Schools (Overseas). 

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. The shaded bars are graphed using unrounded numbers. 

SOURCE; U.S. Oepartmerrt of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment 
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jurisdictions are listed 
alphabetically within three 
groups: percentage at or 
above higher 

than, not significantly 
different from, or lower 
than the nation. 



At grade 4, as shown in 
figure 3, 24 suues and other 
jurisdictions had higher 
percentages of students at 
or above Proficient tlian the 
nation, 16 had percentiiges 
tliat were not found to be 



statistically different from 
the nation, and 13 had 
percentages that were lower 
than the nation. 

At grade 8, as shown in 
figure 4, 25 states and other 
jurisdictions had higher 



percentages of students at or 
above Pivjicienl than the 
nation, 1 1 had percentages 
that were not found to be 
significantly different from 
the nation, and 17 had 
percentages that were lower 
than the nation. 
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^Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Qementary and Secondary Schools. 

^Department of Defense Dependents Schools (Oversees). 

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. The shaded bars are graphed using unrounded numbers. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics. National Assessment of Educational Process (NAEP). 2003 Reading Assessment. 
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Percentage of Students at or Above Prof/c/ent Across Years by State 



The percentage of students 
at or above the I^ficienl 
level across years is pre- 
sented in table 3 for grade 4 
and in table 4 for grade 8. 



Of the 46 states and other 
jurisdictions that partici- 
pated in both the 2002 and 
2003 fourth-grade reading 
assessments, 1 showed an 
increase and 1 showed a 



decrease in the percentage 
of students at or above 
Pmficimt. The percentage of 
fourtli-graders at or above 
increased in 17 of 
the 42 states and jurisdic- 



tions that participated in 
both the 1992 and 2003 
assessments, and none 
showed a decline since 
1992. 




^ ^ i iTiirprifpiMp^^ 
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Accommodations not permitted Accommodations permitted ' 



-Not available. 





1992 


1994 


1998 


1998 


2002 


2003 


Nation (public) ^ 


27 * 


28 


29 


28 * ' . ■ 


30 


30 


Alabama 


20 


23 


24 


24 


22 


22. , 


Alaska 


- 


- 


- 






. ' 28'”*'"^' 


Arizona 


21 


24 


22 


r 22 


22 


23 


Arkansas 


23 * •'“* 


24* 


23 * 


^ 23* . 


26 


28 ' 


California 


19 


18* 


20 


; 20 


21 ' ' ' 


' .21 


Colorado 


25 *•■“* 


28*** 


34 


33 




• -37 


Connecticut 


34*.** 


38 


46 


: . 43 


• 43 


43 


Delaware 


24 *•'“* 


23 *•** 


25 *•** 


V 22*-**. 


35 > 


33 


Florida 


21 


23*.** 


23 *'** 


1' ■ 22 *•** ■ : ■ 


27* 


32 


Georgia 


25 


26 


24 


’ ^24 :; 


28 


27 


Hawaii 


17* 


19 


17* 


17* 


21 




Idaho 


28 


- 


- 


; ' ■ . ' '■-* 


32 . . 


30 


Illinois 


- 


- 




■ ■ - 


■' - '■ V 


31 


Indiana 


30 


33 




- ■ 


33 


33 . 


Iowa 


36 


35 


35 


33 


35 


. 35 


Kansas 


- 




34 


34 


34 ' 


33 . . 


Kentucky 


23 * '“* 


26* 


29 


29 


30 


- - 31 . 


Louisiana 


15*,** 


15*.** 


19 


17 


20 


20 


Maine 


36 


41 *.** 


36 


: 35 . . 


35 


.36 


Maryland 


24 *.** 


26*** 


29 


27 * 


30 


: 32 


Massachusetts 


36 


36 


37 


35 * H 


' 47* 


40 


Michigan 


26* 


- 


28 


28 . 


30 


32 


Minnesota 


31 


33*.** 


36 


' 35 


37 


' '37 


Mississippi 


14 ^ 


18 


18 


17 


16 


18 


Missouri 


30* 


31 


29 * 


28* ** . 


32 


34'- 


Montana 


_ 


35 


37 


^ /37 


'.'36 


35 


Nebraska 


31 


34 


- 




34 


32 


Nevada 


- 


- 


21 


20 


21 


20 


New Hampshire 


38 


36 


38 


37 


- _ ■ ■ : ■ 


40 


New Jersey 


35 


33* 


- 


“• 




39 


New Mexico 


23 


21 


22 


21 


21-‘ 


19 


New York 


27*.** 


27*.** 


29 ♦ 


29* 


'35^-:V'-- 


34 


North Carolina 


25*.** 


30 


28 * 


f 27* 


32 


33 


North Dakota 


35 


38*** 


- 




34 


32 


Ohio 


27*.** 


- 


- 




34 


34 


Oklahoma 


29 


_ 


30* 


30 * 


26 . 


26 


Oregpn 


_ 


- 


28 


26 


.31 


'31 


Pennsylvania 


32 


30 


- 


- -v; 


34 


33 . 


Rhode Island 


28 


32 


32 


?:■■■- v ' :'V 


32 


. 29 . 


South Carolina 


22 * 


20 *■** 


22 


: 22 * ■ : 


26 


26 


South Dakota 


_ 


_ 






— ■ ' 


33 


Tennessee 


23 


27 


25 


25 


25’ ^ . 


26 


Texas 


24 


26 


29 


28 


28 ’ . 


27 


Utah 


30 


30 


28* 


28* 


33' 


> 32 


Vermont 


- 


- 


- 


i;:-- ^ 


39 ^ 


37 


Virginia 


31 


26 *•** 


30* 


30* . - 






Washington 


- 


27*** 


29 * 


' 30 


35 


33 


West Virginia 


25 


26 


29 


,28 


28 


29 


Wisconsin 


33 


35 


34 


34 


. - 


33 


Wyoming 


33 


32 


30 


29* 


31 


34 


Other jurisdictions 














District of Columbia 


10 


8 *•** 


10 


10 


10 


10 


DDESS^ 


- 


_ 


32 


32 


34 


35 


DoDDS^ 


- 


28*** 


34 


33 


33 


35 



‘“Significantly different from 2003 when only 
one jurisdiction or the nation is being 
examined. 

'“‘“Significantly different from 2003 when 
using a multiple-comparison procedure based 
on all jurisdictions that participated in both 
years. 

^National results for assessments prior to 
2002 are based on the national sample, not 
on aggregated state samples. 

^Department of Defense Domestic Dependent 
Elementary and Secondary Schools. 

^Department of Defense Dependents Schools 
(Overseas). 

NOTE: State-level data were not collected in 
2000. Comparative performance results may 
be affected by changes in exclusion rates for 
students with disabilities and limited-English- 
proficient students in the NAEP samples. In 
addition to allowing for accommodations, the 
accommodations-permitted results for 
national public schools at grade 4 (1998- 
2003) differ slightly from previous years’ 
results, and from previously report^ results 
for 1998, due to changes in sample weighting 
procedures. Significance tests were performed 
using unrounded numbers. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, 
Institute of Education Sciences, National 
Center for Education Statistics. National 
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP). 
1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading 
Assessments. 
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